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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 06 
March 2009 has been entered. 

2. In response to the Requirement for Restriction/Election mailed on 21 April 2009, 
Applicant elected claims 15-17 and 42 for prosecution and cancelled claims 1-3, 5-7, 
11,24-25, 36-41 and 43. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 5-1 7 and 42 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant argued in substance 
the newly added limitations claims 15 and 16 and the newly added claim 42. However, 
the new grounds teach these and the added features. See rejections below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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5. Claims 15-17 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Halevy et al. (2004/0153440) in view of Sim et al. 
(2002/0078174). 

6. As per claim 1 5, Halevy et al. teaches a system that employs dynamic load 
balancing to asynchronously process synchronous requests (see Halevy et al., 
paragraph 13-22), comprising: a processor that executes the following computer 
executable components stored on a computer readable medium: a query management 
component that: receives a web-based request from a client (see Halevy et al., Fig. 1 
and paragraph 54); and publishes the web-based request in a queue (see Halevy et al., 
paragraph 62); an asynchronous processing component that: detects available 
processing engine capacity (see Halevy et al., paragraph 85); predicts future processing 
engine capacity (see Halevy et al., paragraph 86); and distributes portions of the web- 
based request among processing engines based on the detected and predicted 
processing engine capacity (see Halevy et al., paragraph 90-92); a process engine 
component that groups processing engine results; and an output component that 
returns the grouped processing engine results synchronous with the web-based request 
(see Halevy et al., paragraph 20-22). 

But fails to explicitly teach an error handling component that automatically 
conveys one or more portions of the web-based request associated with a failed 
processing engine to another processing engine, wherein the client is not informed of a 
processing failure. 
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However, Sim et al. in the same field of endeavor teaches an error handling 
component that automatically conveys one or more portions of the web-based request 
associated with a failed processing engine to another processing engine, wherein the 
client is not informed of a processing failure (see Sim et al., paragraph 148). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Halevy et al. to a an error handling component that automatically conveys one or 
more portions of the web-based request associated with a failed processing engine to 
another processing engine, wherein the client is not informed of a processing failure in 
order to provide fault tolerance and scalability (see Sim et al., paragraph 143). 

7. As per claim 16, Halevy et al. in view of Sim et al. teach the system of claim 1 5, 
further comprising an adapter that translates the web-based request received via 
TCP/IP, IPX/SPX, UDP/IP, HTTP, SOAP, or a proprietary synchronous protocol and 
conveys the translated web-based request to the processing engine component through 
an application processing interface (API) (see Halevy et al., paragraph 65-66). 

8. As per claim 17, Halevy et al. in view of Sim et al. teach a system, wherein the 
adapter is one of a pluggable software component or an instance of an object (see 
Halevy et al., paragraph 62-65). 

9. As per claim 42, Halevy et al. in view of Sim et al. teach the system of claim 1 7, 
wherein the queue is utilized to store information related to a type of connection through 
which the web-based request was received in order to track the web-based request 
during processing (see Halevy et al., paragraph 83). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ranodhi Serrao whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7967. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30pm, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Vaughn can be reached on (571) 272-3922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/RANODHI N SERRAO/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2444 



